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Wing loads and load distributions were obtained by differential-
pressure measurements between the upper and lower surfaces of the left
wing of the Douglas X-3 research airplane to determine the effects of
angle of attack and Mach number on the wing characteristics at transonic
Mach numbers. The wing has an aspect ratio of 3.09and a modified 4.5-
percent-thick hexagonal section. Data cover the range from near-zero
lift to maximum lift and from a Mach number of 0.71to a Mach number
of 1.15.

The chordwise load distributions and the wing-section aerodynamic
characteristics were similar at each wing station. A large load developed
at the lea&ing edge resulting from the relatively sharp leading edge. At
Mach numbers below 0.9separation of the flow from the leading edge
resulted in a loss in leading-edge load and a low msximum lift. The maxi-
mum normal-force coefficient of the wing panel was 0.66at a Mach number
of 0.71 compared to 1.2 at supersonic Mach numbers. Spanwise load distri-
butions were.essentially elliptical throughout the lift and Mach number
range tested. Values of normal-force-curve slope ranged from 0.076per
degree at a Mach nmnber of 0.71to 0.116per degree at a Mach rnmber of
1.0. Variation of pitching moment with iift was unstable at the lower
Mach numbers, becoming increasingly stable above a Mach muiber of about
0,9. The chordwise location of tinecenter of pressure varied with angle
of attack between 15-and 30-percent chord at subsonic Mach numbers and
between 31-and 37-percent chord at supersonic Mach numbers. The span-
wise location of the center of pressure was relatively constant with lift
and Mach number at about 42 percent of the panel span. The flight results
are in good agreement with wind-tunnel results at Mach numbers below 0.90
and in fair agreement at Mach numbers of 0.90 and 0.92.

Deflecting the leading-edge flap about 7° over a Mach number range
of 0.71 to 0.80 increased the maximum normal-force coefficient about 0.06
and moved the center of pressure rearward
and slightly forward at the higher angles
in the spanwise location of the center of

at the lower angles of attack
of attack. No change occurred
pressure.
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INTRODUCTION

Flight tests of the Douglas X-3research airplane have been con-
ducted at the NACA High-Speed Flight Station at Edwards, Calif., to
explore the subsonic and low supersonic Mach number range with a thin-
winged airplane designed for supersonic speeds. As a part of the flight
test progrsm wing loads and load distributions were obtained to contrib-
ute some general aerodynamic data on this supersonic design. The data
were obtained by differential-pressuremeasurements between the upper and
lower surfaces of the left wing.

This paper presents an analysis of the effects of angle of attack
and Mach number on the wing loads and the chordwise and spanwise load
distributions over a Mach number range of 0.71 to 1.15. The data cover
the normal range of angle of attack and Mach number of the airplane.
Also included are the preliminary results of the effect of deflecting
the leading-edge flap about 7° at M = 0.71,0.76,=d 0.80 thro~hout
the lift range.

Reference 1 presents some preliminary pressure distributions over
the upper and lower surfaces at a midsemispan station of the wing through
an angle-of-attack range at Mach numbers of about 0.61, 0.78, 0.94,
and 1.10.

SYMBOIS

A aspect ratio, b2/S

b/2 wing semispan

b’/2 wing-panel span, spanwise distance from first row of orifices
(O.301b/2) to wing tip, ft

CN ‘ J
1

wing-panel normal-force coefficient, c ~ 2y’
Cncf

o av T

CNA airplane normal-force coefficient, Wn/qS

cN’(s’/@
ratio of normal force of wing to total airplane normal

CNA force
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Cb‘ wi~-panel bending-mment coefficient about Ob’/2,
1

J
-J.

c 2y’ ~~
cn~—

0 av b’ b’

cm‘ wing-panel pitching-moment

>~~(-~~d~

coefficient about 0.25~,

Cp

c

-1c

Pz - Pu
differential pressure coefficient,

~

local wing chord parallel to plane of symmetry, ft

mean aerodynamic chord of wing panel,

J’

b’/2
2/s‘ c2dy’, ft

o

“av average chord of wing panel, ft

% section pitching-moment

~1cP(02, -:)d:

section pitching-momentcm’

coefficient about 0.25c,

coefficient about line perpendicular
to longitudinal axis of airplane, passing through 0.25~’,
Cm + 0.50(1 - E’/c)cn

()

2
%’ ~ section pitching-moment parameter

J

1

Cn section normal-force coefficient, Cpd~
o

()

c
Cn c1 section normal-load parameter

av

~ acceleration due to gravity, ft/sec2

k ratio of experimental lift-curve slope to theoretical value
of 2fi/B,both taken at the same Nach n~ber
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free-stream Mach number

normal-load factor, g units

local static pressure on lower wing surface, lb/sq ft

local static pressure on upper wing surface, lb/sq ft

free-stream dynaic pressure, lb/sq ft

total wing area, including area projected through fuselage,
Sq ft

area of wing panel (outboard of O b’/2), sq ft

airplane weight, lb

chordwise

chordwise
(0.25 -

chordwise
leading

distance rearward of leading edge of local chord, ft

location of center of pressure of wing section,
Cm/Cn)100, percent C

location of center of pressure of wing panel from
edge of E’, (0.25 - Cm’/CN’)lOOj percent ~’

spanwise &istance outboard of Ob’/2, ft

spanwise location of center of pressure of wing panel,
(Cb’/CN’)100, percent b:/2

measured airplane angle of attack, deg

compressibility parameter, m

left aileron position, deg

leading-edge flap position, deg

DESCRIPTION OF AIRPLANE AND WING PANEL

Photographs of the airplane are shown in figure 1, and a three-view
drawing presenting the overall dimensions is shown in figure 2. The physi-
cal characteristics of the airplane and wing panel are given in table I.
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The wing has an aspect ratio of 3.09, a taper ratio of 0.39, and
zero incidence, dihedral, and twist. A line through 75-percent local
chords is perpendicular to the plane of symmetry. The wing section is
a 4.5-percent-thick modified hexagonal airfoil with vertices at 30- and
70-percent chord. Modifications to the airfoil consisted of a 188-inch
radius at 30- and 70-percent chord and a small radius at the leading
and trailing edges as shown in table II.

A drawing of the wing is shown in figure 3. The wing panel consists
of the portion of the left wing outboard of the first streamwise row of
orifices (0.301b/2). All the wing-panel coefficients are based on the
geometric properties of the wing panel included in table I. The leading-
edge flap has a constant stresmwise chord of 12.5 inches and extends from
the wing root to the wing tip. Geometric properties of the leading-edge
flap are also included in table I. Two control-actuatorfairings are
located on the bottom surface of each wing as shown in figures 2 and 3.

INSTRUME~TION AND ACCURACY

Standard NACA film-recording instruments were used to record the
wing differential pressures, indicated free-stream static and dynamic
pressures, normal acceleration, angle of attack, angle of sideslip,
aileron position, leading-edge flap position, and rolling and pitching
angular velocities and accelerations. All instruments were correlated
by a connnontimer.

A pitot-static tube with an NACA type A-6 total-pressure head
(ref. 2) was mounted on a nose boronand the static-pressure error was
determined in flight. The total estimated error in Mach number is within
~().olo Angle of attack and angle of sideslip were measuredly vanes
mounted on the nose boom. The angle of attack indicated by the recorder
is presented in this paper and was measured with respect to the fuselage
reference plane.

Flush-type static-pressure orifices installed in the left wing were
arranged in five streamwise rows. The ordinates of the airfoil section
at each row of orifices are given in table II. The chordwise locations
of the orifices are given in table III. Figure 3 shows the spanwise
locations of the five rows of orifices.

The orifices were connected by tubing through the wing to the manom-
eters in the instrument compartment. Lag in the pressure-recording system
was determined by the method for photographic instruments presented in
reference 3 and was checked in flight by comparing abrupt and gradual
maneuvers. The lag was found to be negligible for the data presented in
this paper; therefore, no lag corrections were applied to the data.
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Accuracies of other pertinent recorded

Differential-pressuremeasurements, P~ - Pu
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quantities are:

~,lb/sqft . . . . . ~7

Normalloadfactor. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . to .05
8

aL )

racy

CP “

Cn ●

%“
CNA

CN‘

cm ‘

Mach

deg. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . *0.2

These accuracies resulted in the following estimated probable accu-
in some of the coefficients for the Mach number range of 0.70 to 1.15:

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ● . . . . . . . . . . . . . . to.02

to.03. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ● . . . . ● .*.* . . . . .
to *O1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ● .*.. . . . . .
to.02. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

fo .04. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . to.02

TESTS

The data presented were obtained frm pull-ups and wind-up turns at
numbers from 0.71 to 1.15 at an altitude of about 30,000 feet.

Reynolds number based on the &ean aerodynamic chord of the wing varied

between 16 x 106 and 26 x 106.

Automatic data

DATA REDUCTION AND PRESENTATION

reduction equipment, utilizing a card punch and a
card program calculator, was used to obtain pressure coefficients from
the data recorded on film. The calculator also performed the chordwise
and spanwise integrations to obtain the normal-force and pitching-moment
coefficients. The numerical integration was accomplished by means of
parabolic arc approximations to the pressure functions. Comparison of
numerical integrations with mechanical integrations of hand-faired pres-
sure distributions gave excellent agreement.

The pressure coefficients and aerodynamic characteristics obtained
from the wing differential pressure measurements are presented in tables IV
to XIV for the approximate Mach numbers of 0.71, 0.77, 0.83, 0.88, 0.90,
0.92, 0.96, 0.99, 1.01, 1.10, ~d 1.15. The maneuvers at Mach numbers of
1.10 and 1.15 experienced a decrease in ~ch number of about 0.06 from the
given Mach number as the angle of attack increased. The data for the
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other Mach numbers are within *0.01 of the approximate given Mach nuniber,
except for M = 0.71 and 0.83 which are within tO.02 of the given Mach
number. Data for a flap deflection of about 7° at Mach numbers of about
0.71, 0.76, and 0.80 are tabulated in tables XV to XVII.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Chordwise Load Distribution

Representative chordwise load distributions selected from the tabu-
lated data are presented as oblique projections in figures 4 to 9. Infor-
mation concerning the upper and lower surface pressure distributions which
result in these load distributions may be obtained from references 1 and 4.

Effect of angle of attack.- In general, the chordwise load distribu-

tions are similar at each wing station. As the angle of attack increased,
an appreciable load quickly developed over the forward 20-percent chord
resulting from the relatively sharp leading edge. At the lower Mach num-
bers tested the load at the leading edge reached a maximum at an angle of
attack below maximum lift, at which point the leading-edge load suddenly
decreased. At the higher Mach numbers tested the load at the leading
edge increased until maximum lift was reached. According to references 5
snd 6, the loss in leading-edge load at the lower Mach numbers resulted
from separation of the flow over the upper surface of the leading edge.
These references show that the leading-edge separation is a characteristic
which occurs at Mach numbers less than 0.9 for airfoils with small leading-
edge radii. Reference 7, which presents tuft pictures for an 0.16-scale
model of the X-5 airplane in the Ames 16-foot high-speed wind tunnel,
reports that at Mach numbers less than 0.8 the flow separated from the
leading edge and progressed rearward to the trailing edge. At Mach num-
bers greater than 0.9 separation on the model began at the trailing edge
and progressed forward.

At the intermediate Mach numbers of 0.83, 0.88, and 0.92 the influ-
ence of shock waves may be seen in the chordwise load distributions. The
shock waves caused an abrupt decrease in load end a down-load near the
trailing edge. At the supersonic Mach nunibersthe increase in load with
increasing angle of attack was uniform at each chord station, unlike the
subsonic Mach numbers.

Effect of Mach number.- Figure 10 shows the effect of Mach number on
the load distribution over the midsemispan orifice station at a = 6°.
Since the chordwise load distributions are similar at all the stations,
figure 10 shows the changes with Mach number that are common to all the
stations at low and moderate angles of attack. AtM== 0.71 the chord-
wise loading was triangular, with most of the loau occurring over the
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forward 50-percent chord. As the Mach number increased to 1.15, shock
waves formed over the center of the wing section and moved rearward to
the trailing edge, resulting in a rearward movement of the load.

Leading-edge separation boundary.- The approximate boundary for the

leading-edge flow separation discussed previously was determined for the
X-3 wing by plotting the differential pressure coefficient for the orifice
closest to the leading edge against angle of attack and by noting the
angle of attack at which % ceased to increase. Figure 11 shows repre-

sentative plots at M = 0.7i, 0.88, and O.96. At M=O.96 and greater,
there was no clear indication of leading-edge separation below maximum
lift. In figure 12 the results obtained from the differential pressure
plots are shown for the root, midsemispan, and tip orifice stations. At
M = 0.71 the flow separated first at the midsemispan at u = 4.5° and
spread to the tip and the root as the angle of attack increased to 8°.
At M= 0.88 the flow separated first at the tip at u = 9° and spread
to the root at a= 12.5°. At M = 0.92 the flow separated along the
entire leading edge at u = 13°. No leading-edge separation was evident
below maximum lift at Mach numbers greater than 0.92.

Wing-Section Aerodynamic Characteristics

The variation with lift of the wing-section aerodynamic character-
istics is presented in figure 13. Mach number effects are shown in fig-
ure 14 and the effect of spanwise location is shown in figure 15.

Section normal-force coefficient.- Figure 13 shows that the varia-
tion of cn with a at each orifice station was essentially linear to

near maximmn lift for M = 0.71 and 0.77 and for Mach numbers of 0.92
and greater. At the intermediateMach numbers of 0.83, 0.88, and 0.90,
however, the Cn curves experienced an increase in slope below Cn = 0.5

and were erratic above this value. The chordwise load distributions intti-
cate that the change in slope and erratic behavior of the normal-force
curves resulted frcxnabrupt movements of shock waves over the center por-
tion of the modified hexagonal wing section and from flow separation (near
maximum lift) from the leading edge.

At M = 0.71 maximum Cn varied from about 0.75at the inboard

stations to 0.58at the tip. At Mach nunbers greater than 1.0, maximum
Cn was about 0.5 greater than at M = 0.71. The low maximum lift at

the lower Mach numbers resulted from separation of the flow at the
leading edge, which was discussed previously. This type stall has been
called “thin airfoil stall” in reference 8. Included in this reference
are the low-speed characteristics of a modified 4.23-percent-thick
double-wedge airfoil which stalled at a lift coefficient of about 0.85,
much lower than the thicker airfoils tested.

.- ..
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Figure 14(a) shows the variation with Mach number of the section
normal-force coefficient for the midsemispan orifice station at several
angles of attack. The figure shows that Cn increased rapidly between

M = 0.80 and 0.95, the largest increase occurring at the higher angles
of attack. At CL= 12° the increase in cn with Mach number was

especially large, since the wing was stalled at Mach nunbers less than
about 0.9.

Figure 14(b) shows the variation with Mach number of Cn curve

slopes for the midsemispan orifice station at a = 3° and 6°. ~ta=3°
the slope increased with Mach number from a subsonic value of about 0.08
to a sonic value of about 0.13, then decreased to about 0.11 at M = 1.15.
At a=6° the slopes were about the same except for the Mach number
region of 0.80 to 0.95 where the slopes increased, resulting in an addi-
tional peak in the curve at M = 0.88.

Figure 15shows that the normal-force characteristics of each wing
section-are similar. The section normal-force
higher at the midsemispan orifice station than
stations, and the cn curve slopes were about

slight decrease at the root orifice station.

coefficient was slightly
at the root or the tip
the same except for a

Section pitching-moment coefficient.- In general, over the Mach num-
ber range from 0.71 to 0.92 the section pitching-moment coefficient about
the quarter chord had an unstable variation with Cn over the lower

Cn range (fig. 13). At moderate normal-force coefficients the variation
gradually became stable. The change in slope apparently was caused by the
rearward movement of separated flow from the leading edge, which has been
discussed previously. ‘The cm curves at each wing section at these Mach

numbers are similar to the low-speed pitching-moment characteristics of
the 4.23-percent-thickmodified double-wedge airfoil in reference 8. At
M = 0.88, 0.90, and 0.92 the pitching-moment curves are erratic, similar
to the Cn curves in this region. As the Mach number increased to 1.15

the variation of cm with Cn becsme stable, except for the low-lift

range at the tip where the variation was unstable at all Mach numbers
tested. The stable (and almost linear) variations at these Mach numbers
resulted from the uniform increase in normal load at
compared to the nonuniform changes at the lower Mach

It was reported in reference 1 from preliminary
maneuver at M = 0.94 an unstable break occurred in

Cn = 0.60 and that the curve becsme stable again at

each wing section
numbers.

data that during the
the ~ curve at

Cn = 0.70. Exani-

nation of the more complete data in figure 13(c) reveals that the unstable
break reported in reference 1 was a Mach number effect rather than a lift
effect. During the unstable break the Mach number decreased from 0.94 to

CONTIDENTLA.L
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0.92 and as shown in figure 13(c), the level of ~ changes consider-

ably between Mach numbers from 0.92 to 0.96.

Section center of pressure.- In general, the section center of

pressure moved rearward with increasing normal-force coefficient
(fig. 13). The rearward movement was small for the inboard stations
(below wing stall), but amounted to about 40-percent chord at the tip.

Figure 14(c) includes the effect of Mach number on the section
center of pressure for the midsemispan orifice station at a = 3°,6°,
9°,and 12°. In general, between M = 0.85 and 0.95 the section center
of pressure moved rearward, the rearward movement decreasing as the
angle of attack increased. The load distributions in figure 10 show
that the rearward movement of the section center of pressure occurred as
a res@t of the increase in load over the rear part of the wing section
as the shock waves moved rearward to the trailing edge. Figure 15 shows
that the center-of-pressuremovement was similar at each ting section,
but that the center of pressure was located about 10 percent farther to
the rear at the root than at the tip.

Spanwise Distributions

Spanwise load distributions.- Spanwise normal-load distributions are
presented in figure 16for representative Mach numbers and angles of
attack. The shape of the distributions does not change appreciably over
the Mach number and lift range tested, except at a = 3° where the load
at the wing tip is consistently low at all Mach numbers presented. The
probable cause of this condition is the control-actuator fairing on the
lower surface near the last orifice station. Wing stall had little effect
on the shape of the distributions. The apparent change in shape in fig-
ure 16(b) at a = 10.1° was caused by excessive aileron deflection.

Comparison of the load distributions at M = 0.71 with the theoreti-
cal methods of references 9 and 10 is made in figure 17. The charts in
reference 9 were used to obtain the load distribution for the wing alone,
and the method of reference 10 was used to calculate the wing load in the
presence of the fuselage. In using reference 9 a section lift-curve slope
of 2n per radian was used, resulting in an aspect ratio parameter @A/k
of 2.18. The assumed value of section lift-curve slope is reasonable
according to the data for the modified h.23-percent-thick double-wedge
airfoil in reference 8. This airfoil had a lift-curve slope of about
0.118 per degree at low speed. Figure 17 is presented to compsre the
shape of the distribution with that obtained by theory, therefore the unit
normal-load parameter was plotted for the portion of the distribution over
the wing panel. Included in figure 17 is the portion of an elliptical dis-
tribution for the wing panel.

CONFIDENTIAL
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Atmoderate angles of attack (6.2° snd 9.6°)the experimental
distributions are nearly elliptical and the method of reference 9, which
neglects the fuselage effects, is adequate in predicting the shape of
the distribution. However, by using the method of reference 10, which
accounts for fuselage effects at these angles, the load increases over
the inboard semispan. Use of this method would cause the bendhg moment
at the root of the wing to be slightly underestimated. At low lift
(a = 3.2°) the experimental distribution does not agree with either of
the theoretical methods.

Spanwise pitching-moment distribution.- The spanwise distributions

of pitching moment about 0.25F’ for representative Mach numbers and
angles of attack are shown in figure 18. At the lower Mach numbers
tested, the pitching moment became more positive at the inboard stations
smd more negative at the outboard stations as angle of attack increased.
After leading-edge flow separation occurred, the pitching moment at the
inboard stations quickly decreased. As the Mach number increased to 0.99,
the change in pitching moment at the fuselage decreased to near zero. At
supersonic Mach numbers the pitching moment increased negatively at all
stations as the angle of attack increased.

Wing-Panel Aerodynamic Characteristics

The variation with lift of the wing-panel aerodynamic characteris-
tics is presented in figure 19. The data presented at high angles of
attack were in some cases insufficient to obtain a fairing of CN’ with

u, however the variation of CN
A

with angle of attack was used as a

guide. Mach number effects are shown in figures 20 and 21.

Wing-panel normal-force coefficient.- The maximum normal-force

coefficient of the wing panel was 0.66 at M = 0.71 and about 1.2 at
supersonic Mach numbers (fig. 19(a)). Early separation of the flow from
the leading edge was a contributing factor to the low maximum lift at
Mach numbers less than 0.9, as discussed previously. The variation of
CN‘ with a in figure 19(a) was linear except in the transonic region

of M = 0.83 to M = 0.92 where, because of the erratic wing-section
behavior, the wing-panel variation was also erratic. At all Mach numbers
tested, zero normal-force coefficient appears to occur at a positive
angle of attack of from 1° to 2°. ~is is caused, in part at least, by
the effects of the control-actuator fairings on the lower surface, which
would tend to produce a down load at zero angle of attack.

The variation of CN’ with Mach number is shown in figure 20(a) at

several angles of attack. The characteristics are similar to the wing
section data. Comparison of CN’ with CNA in figure 20(a) shows that

CONFIDENTIAL
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the airplane normal-force coefficient experienced the
with Mach number as was experienced by the wing-panel
coefficient.

The variation d.cN’/~ with M (fig. 20(b))

shown for the wing section. At a = 3° the slope
degree from M = 0.71 to M = 0.83. Between M =

NACA RM H56G13

same variation
normal-force

was similar to that

was about 0.076 per
0.83 and 1.00 the

slope increased to 0.116 per degree, then decreased to 0.100 per degree
at M = 1.15. The experimental slope of 0.076 per degree at M = 0.71
is higher than the theoretical values of 0.064 per degree from refer-
ence 9 and 0.061 per degree from reference 10. The variation of the
normal-force-curve slope of the airplane was similar to that of the wing
panel.

The contribution of the wing to the total normal force is shown in
figure 21. As the angle of attack increased, the contribution of the
wing decreased. At a = 6° the wing contributed about 70 percent of the
total normal force throughout the Mach number range presented.

Wing-panel pitching-moment coefficient.- Similar to most unswept

wings, the X-3 wing had an unstable variation of Cm’ with CN’ at low

transonic Mach numbers (fig. 19(b)), except at high lift where flow sepa-
ration changed the variation from unstable to stable. In the discussion
of the wing-section characteristics, the separation was show to start on
the upper surface at the leading edge and to move rearward to the trailing
edge. At M = 0.83 to 0.92 the Cm’ curves were erratic because of the

erratic wing-section behavior. As the Mach number increased, the wing
became stable as a result of the rearward movement of the shock waves to
the

CN ‘

M=

trailing edge.

Wing-panel bending-moment coefficient.- ‘l”hevariation of Cb’ with
was essentially linear at all Mach numbers (fig. 19(c)). At

0.85to 0.92 there was little effect of the erratic wing-section
behavio~ on the bending moment, which shows that the flow changes
occurring at these Mach numbers were primarily chordwise, not Spmwi=

changes. The slopes of the Cb’ curves are constant with Mach number.

Wing-panel center of pressure.- At M = 0.71 to 0.83 the chordwise
location of the center of pressure (fig. 19(d)) was constant at low lift,
but moved rearward after the flow about the leading edge separated. At
M > 0.83 the center of pressure moved rearward with increasing lift.
The variation of the chordwise location with Mach number is shown in
figure 20(c). The
similar to that of
M = 0.85 and 0.95,
attack increased.

center-of-pressuremovement of the wing panel was
the wing section in that it moved rearward between
the rearward movement decreasing as the angle of
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The spanwise location of the center of pressure (fig. 19(e)) was
relatively constant with lift and Mach number at about 42 percent b’/2
at all Mach numbers tested.

Comparison With Wind-Tunnel Data

A comparison of flight data with wind-tunnel results at Mach numbers
from 0.71 to 0.92 is shown in figures 22 to 24. The wind-tunnel data of
reference 4 covered a Mach number range from 0.60 to 0.92, therefore the
comparison is limited to subsonic and transonic speeds. Included in the
comparisons are preliminary flight data from reference 1. Differences
between the present data and preliminary flight data are evident, however
the present data are considered more reliable. The difference in normal-
force coefficient can be explained as resulting from a sparcity of measured
points along the chord in the preliminary data particularly in the vicinity
of the wing shock, a more refined airspeed calibration, and some discrep-
ancy in the preliminary angle-of-attackmeasurements.

In general, the wind-tunnel and flight results are in good agreement
below a Mach number of 0.90 and in fair agreement at Mach numbers of 0.90
and 0.92. At Mach numbers of 0.90 and 0.92 the normal-force coefficient
for the wind-tunnel data is lower than that for the flight data over most
of the lift range. The chordwise load distributions of figure 22(b) at
M = 0.92 show good agreement in shape and location of the wing shock,
however the differences in level may be associated with differences in
angle of attack between the wind-tunnel and flight measurements. As a
result of these differences, the spanwise load distributions in fig-
ure 2h(b) at M = 0.92 do not agree in level, howevei+the shape of the
distributions would seem to be comparable.

Effect of Leading-Edge Flap Deflection

Preliminary data presented in figure 25 show the effect on the wing-
panel aerodynamic characteristics of deflecting the leading-edge flap an
average of 7° at M = 0.71, 0.76, and 0.80. At M = 0.71 and 0.76 the
deflected flap increased the maximum normal-force coefficient about 0.06
but did not appreciably change the portion of the CN’ curve below

CN’ = 0.6. The deflected flap decreased the pitching-moment coefficient

slightly and delayed the break from an unstable to a stable variation to
a higher angle of attack, undoubtedly the result of a delay in leading-
edge separation. Bending moment was unaffected. No change in spanwise
center-of-pressure location occurred, however the chordwise location was
more to the rear at lower angles of attack and slightly farther forward
at higher angles of attack.

CONFIDENTIAL
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CONCLUDING REMARKS

Wing loads and load distributions were obtained by pressure measure-
ments over the left wing of the Douglas X-3 research airplane. The data
cover the range from near zero lift to maximum lift and from a Mach number
of 0.71 to 1.15.

The chordwise load distributions and the wing-section aerodynamic
characteristicswere similar at each wing station. A large load devel-
oped at the leading edge resulting from the relatively sharp leading
edge. At Mach numbers below 0.9 separation of the flow from the lead.lng
edge resulted in a loss in leading-edge load and a low maximum lift.
The maximum normal-force coefficient of the wing panel was 0.66 at a
Mach number of 0.71 compared to 1.2 at supersonic Mach numbers. Spanwise
load distributions were essentially elliptical throughout the lift and
Mach number range ~ested. Values of normal-force-curve slope ranged from
0.076 per degree at a Mach number of 0.71 to 0.116 per degree at a Mach
number of 1.0. Variation of pitching moment with lift was unstable at
the lower Mach numbers, becoming increasingly stable above a Mach number
of about 0.9. The chordwise location of the center of pressure varied
with angle of attack between 15- and 30-percent chord at subsonic Mach
numbers and between 31- and 37-percent chord at supersonic Mach numbers.
The spanwise location of the center of pressure was relatively constant
with lift and Mach number at about 42 percent of the panel span. The
flight results are in good agreement with wind-tunnel results at Mach
numbers below 0.90 and in fair agreement at Mach numbers of 0.90 and 0.92.

Deflecting the leading-edge flap about 7° over a Mach number range
of 0.71 to 0.80, increased the maximum normal-force coefficient about
0.06 and moved the center of pressure rearward at the lower angles of
attack and slightly forward at the higher angles of attack. No change
occurred in the spanwise location of the center of pressure.

High-Speed Flight Station,
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics,

Edwards, Calif., June 26, 1956.
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TASLS I.- PEXSICAL CSASAC!XRWI’ICS OF ‘EE ~UX,AS x-3 AfRFLAES

U*:
Airfail eecticm . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Airfoil thickness ratio, mrcent chord .
lmalarea, sif t...”.-.. . . . . . .
SP=, ft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Mean aerodynamic chord (wing station 4.81
.Rmtetird, ft....... . . . . .. .
Tip chord (ext-ended), ft . . . . . . . .
Emerratio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
~P=ct~tio . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
-w at 0.75 chord line, &g . . . . . .
Sveep at leading edge, &g . . . . . . .
Sveepat tmilingedge, deg.. . . . . .
Incidence, deg . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Dihedml, deg . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Geometric twtst, deg.... . . . . . .
Leading-edge flap:

m... . . . . . . . . ----- .
Area (each), eqft . . . . . . . . . .
Spnn at hinge line (each), ft . ‘. . . .
Chord, nomsl to Ilk@ line, in. . . .
Travel, leadlng edge down, deg . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
ft),ft....................................................
............................
............................
............................
............................
............................
............................
............................
............................
............................

w- -1 (Outkd of wins station 3.415 ft):
Area (one panel ),sqft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Rpan(one panel ), ft..... . . . . . . . . . . . .
Mean aerodymamlc chord (wing station 6.85 ft), ft . . .
Average chord, ft..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Eorizont.al tail:
Air foil section . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Airfoil thickness ratio at root chord, percent chord .
Airfoil thlcknem ratio mtbmard of station 26, percent
‘IMalarea, mq ft...... . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Span> ft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Meanaerodymamic chord, ft. . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Rootchord, ft...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
l’lpchord, ft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
‘W=r. mtiO . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
AWectl-atio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Sweep at leading edge, &g . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Sveepat trailing edge, deg. . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Dihedral, deg ..,..... . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Travel:

Leading edge up, deg.... . . . . . . . . . . . .
Leading edge dowm, deg... . . . . . . . . . . . .

BWe-liIIe 10CatiOn, Percent root chord . . . . . . .

. . .

. . .

. . .

. . .

. . .

. . .
chord
. . .
. . .
. . .
. . .
. . .
. . .
. . .
. . .
. . .
. . .

. .

. . .

. . .

Modtfied hecamn
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .

i.5
166.y
2yJ

10:36
J4.11
0.39
3.09

2:.;

o
0
0

. . . . Plain

. . . .

. . . . 8%

. . . . L1.49

. . . . 30

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . W.42

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7.93

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6.68

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6.37

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46 .;!

Vertical tail:

Afrfoil section. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Air foil thickness ratio, percent chord . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Area, si ft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Span, (frmborizont.al-tail-binge line), ft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Meann?rodynemic chord, ft. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Root chord, ft....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Tlpchord, ft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

%=r=tio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
~p=ct ratio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
sveepat leading edge, deg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
SWeepat trailin.sedge, deg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Rudder :

Modified hexagon
. . . . 4.5
. . . . 23.75
. . . . 5.59
. . . . 4.69
. . . . 6.508
. . . . 1.93
. . . . 0.292
. . . . 1.315
. . . . 45
. . . . 9.39

Area, reamard of hinge line, si ft........,.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5.441
Spanathinge line, ft. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Root chord, ft...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

3.535
1.9s

llpchord, ft..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
li-avel, deg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

1.097
tzo

Fuselage:
J.msthincludiWbom, ft . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Maxlmrm width, ft......: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

66.75

Maximum height, ft..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..:;;;;;
6.oS
k.81

Easearea, sqft. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7.94

PcMerplELnt :
Engine, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Rating, each engine:
TWOWeSti@lOV.Se J34-WS-17 with @. fterb_,

Static sea-level maxti!mthmst, lb . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Static sea-level military thrust,

4,850
lb . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3)3’70

Airplane weight, lb:
%sic(without fuel, oil, water, pilot ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Tbtal (full fuel, oil, water

16, IZO
,mpllot) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,,, 21,900

Center-of -gratity location, percent mean aerodjmaudc chord:
ELasicwei&ht -gear dcwn. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.65
Total weight -geardmm . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4.59
‘IOtalweight-gear~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,,, ,. 5.91
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Typical wing secth

(Modified 45-pment-thick hexagmol airfoil)
(
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Figure 3.- Drawing of the left wing of the Douglas X-3airplane showing
the spanwise location of the orifice rows. All dimensions are in
feet unless otherwise stated.

-.

.-



l.=.. e

NACA RM H56G13 CONFIDENTIAL 149

-.

1.6

Cp
.8

1.0 .5 0
)@

(C) II S9.6
/1 [

Cp

x/c
[

(e) a=15.5° II

{(b) .*6.2

.6

.6

x/c
.

(

r

x/c

x/c

CP

Cp

CP

Figure 4.- Chordwise load distributions over the left wing of the X-3 air-
plane at five orifice stations for several values of angle of.attack.
M = 0.71.
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Figure 5.- Chordwise load distributions over the left wing of
plane at five orifice stations for several values of angle

M= 0.83.
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Figure 6.- Chordwise load distributions over the left wing of the X-3 air-
plane at five orifice stations for several values of angle of attack.
M = 0.88.
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Figure 6.- Concluded.
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Figure 7.- Chordwise load distributions over the left wing of
plane at five orifice stations for several values of angle
M z 0.92.
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Figure 8.-Chordwise load distributions over the left w,ir~of the X-3 air-
plane at five orifice stations for several values of angle of attack.
M = 0.99.
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Figure 9.- Chordwise load distributions over the left wing of the X-3 air-
plane at five orifice stations for several values of aagle of attack.
M = 1.15.
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Figure 10.- Effect of Mach number on the load distribution over the
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(a) Station Ob’/2.

Figure 13. - Wing-section aerodynamic characteristics for the five orifice
stations of the wing of the X-3 airplane.
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Figure 13. - Continued.
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Figure 13.- Continued.
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(a) Normal-force coefficient.

Figure 14.- Variation with’Mach number of the aerodynamic character-
istics of the midsemispa.norifice station (0.462b’/2) of the wing
of the X-3 airplane at several angles of attack.
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Figure 15. - Variation with Mach number of the aerodynamic characteristics. .
of the root, midsemispan, and tip orlflce stations of the wing of the

x-3 airplane. a = 6°.
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(a) Normal-force coefficient.

Figure 20. - Variation with Mach number of the aerod~amic characteristics
of the wing of the X-3 airplane at several angles of attack including
a comparison with the airplame characteristics.
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Figure 21.- Variation with angle of attack and Mach number of the contri-
of the wing of the X-3 airplane to the total normal force.
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Figure 2’j. - Wing-panel aerodynamic characteristicsfor the wing of the
X-3 airplane. bf = 70 t 1.5°.
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Figure 25.- Continued.
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